Robinson is well aware of the differences, but he doesn't focus on them. Instead, his focus in on the proslavery Unionists who successfully convinced their neighbors that secession was a fool's errand, and that remaining in the Union was the best way to protect slavery. These men and women have often been portrayed as staunch Unionists, men and women who were determined to support the Union regardless of what happened.
But Robinson makes it clear that most were Conditional Unionists, men and women who were supportive of the federal government only as long Congress refused to meddle with slavery in the states, enforced the Fugitive Slave Law, protected the interstate slave trade, and didn't force them to take sides against their fellow Southerners. Most seemingly were more proslavery than they were pro-Union. The book is well written. It is also well argued. But it would have been an even better book had the tables in the Appendix been incorporated into the narrative. In Chapter 7, for example, Robinson presents information indicating that the proslavery Unionists were usually bigger slaveholders, and generally more substantial citizens, than their secessionist rivals. And in making this point, he refers the reader to several tables.
But none are in sight. The reader has to hunt them down. They are all many pages away, buried back in the Appendix. Yet they are especially valuable. They add much to his point. Why, then, were they relegated to the back? Was it Robinson's doing? Or the publisher's? I suspect the latter.
Nonetheless, despite such organizational problems, this is an excellent book, and everyone interested in the origins of the Civil War should welcome its addition to the literature.
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